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All persons are by nature free and independent, and have certain natural and unalienable rights, among which are 
those of enjoying and defending life and liberty, of acquiring, possessing, and protecting property, and of pursuing and 
obtaining safety and happiness. 

—Article I, Section 1, New Jersey State Constitution 


GOVERNMENT BY 
JUDICIARY 

Part II 

Last month we published excerpts from 
Louis Boudin’s Government by Judiciary, 
which covered the history and development of 
'Judicial Supremacy' that has corrupted our legal 
system. Under this judicial mind-set, judges be- 
lieve that the judiciary is the supreme branch of 
government and have authority to render any 
law null and void, including the Constitution it- 
self. if it doesn’t measure up to their defmition 
of justice (something the Supreme Court did not 
do in its first 10 years of existence). 

Boudin quoted a statement made by a Dr. 
Johnson that speaks volumes against our 
modern-day judicial system: 

"Let us rid ourselves of cant; let us not 
do one thing and say another; let us not act 
upon the theory that the Constitution is as 
unchangeable as the law of the Medes and 
the Persians , when it is being constantly 
changed by judicial interpretation, in many 
respects quite as effectual and much more 
easily than it could be by amendment in the 
prescribed form. " (p.10. Introduction, vol. 1.) 

If you read the 6th chapter of the book of 
Daniel you’ll understand what Dr. Johnson is re- 
ferring to. While most Americans would find 
the laws of the Medes and the Persians objec- 
tionable. the integrity with which they main- 
tained them certainly is not. The Medes and 
Persians took the law very’ senously- they were 
as flexible as a steel leg trap in their interpreta- 
tion and obedience to it. They’ were such exem- 
plars of judicial excellence that Dr. Johnson 
cited them as a model of how our Constitution 
should be interpreted. 

In the eyes of an ancient Mede, our 
courtrooms would appear to be nothing more 
than judicial bordellos. 


(Note: "Judicial activism," as it's called 
today, didn’t exist in the Medo-Persian Empire. 
That is the priman reason Daniel found himself 
in the lions den. Daniel violated a decree signed 
into law by Darius— a ridiculous law that Darius 
w as duped into signing, specifically designed to 
entrap Darnel by his enemies. Darius greatly ad- 
mired Daniel and, upon learning that his new 
legislation would cost Daniel his life, or so he 
thought, did everything in his power to inter- 
vene, but to no avail. He was reminded by his 
counselors that "...no decree nor statute which 
the king established may be changed. " Dan. 
6:15). 

When you read between the lines of Dr. 
Johnson's observ ation you’re forced into this in- 
escapable conclusion: If we had nine ancient 
Medo-Persian judges, idolatrous and pagan 
though they may have been, sitting on our Su- 
preme Court today, ruling on the Constitution 
and Bill of Rights as the supreme law of the 
land and enforcing them with the same fidelity’ 
as they did their own laws 2500 years ago we 
would have a constitutional Republic the likes 
of which few of us can imagine— in about 24 
hours! Now imagine a 'Judge Mede' sitting in 
every courtroom in America enforcing the Con- 
stitution with pit-bull tenacity ! 

What greater insult could be leveled 
against our current judiciary’ then to tell them, 
including those who profess Christianity as then- 
religion, that a pagan Mede has more judicial 
integrity than them. At the present time, the 
thought of our Constitution being "as un- 
changeable as the law of the Medes and Per- 
sians" is an unfathomable, perhaps 
unobtainable, expectation, for according to Dr. 
Johnson, our Constitution has been reduced to a 
" theory , " through the Judicial Supremacy 7 
mind-set of our judges. 


Part m 

To prove that Judicial Supremacy is alive 
and well in America today 7 you need only read 
an Associated Press release (5/20/97) titled 
"Scalia Calls Move To Impeach Liberal Judges 
A Nonstarter". 

Justice Scalia, speaking before members 
of the Anti-Defamation League, commented on 
a move in Congress to unpeach liberal judges 
accused of "judicial activism." He said, "I don 1 t 
think that's going anywhere, I think it 
shouldn 7 go anywhere 

"I think we have enough respect for our 
courts, enough understanding in the country 
that if you let the legislature intrude too 
much on the judiciary we'll be in trouble " 
Nothing could be farther from the truth. Amer- 
ica is in trouble because our legislature hasn't 
intruded into the judiciary— hasn 7 impeached 
judges who have changed the original intent of 
the Constitution through judicial "activism," 
which is just another word for "supremacy" or 
"power." 

Scalia continued, " I do not believe in a 
living Constitution , this document that 
morphs from generation to generation. I fa- 
vor what some might call the dead Constitu- 
tion i, but I prefer to call it the enduring 
Constitution. " Grinning, Scalia added, "It's all 
spin. " It's the Supreme Court, not the Constitu- 
tion, that "morphs" from generation to genera- 
tion. 

[Editor's Note: A "living" Constitution 
means it can be changed, or "morphs," as the 
Supreme Court changes. Scalia "...a champion 
of original interpretation of constitutional 
analysis..." favors a "dead" or unchangeable 
Constitution: "...The evolutionist method of 
constitutional interpretation strips the docu- 
ment of the immovable power it should have in 
a democracy. ” said Scalia, who vindicates eve- 
rything we've written about this subject in this, 
and our June, issue:] 
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tior, we need judges who will abandon the prin- 
ciples of Judicial Supremacy— a humbling move 
that few’ judges would willingly accept— 
including Scalia. 

The Associaied Press article revealed that 
Robert H. Bork, who lost his bid to becomea 
Supreme Court Justice back in 1987, opposes 
the principles of Judicial Supremacy. He be- 
lieves that Congress could and should override 
Supreme Court rulings-a position Scalia 
strongly disagrees with. "Bork essentially has 
given up, I’m not so pessimistic I'm not 
ready io throw in ihc towel; we can gei back. " 

Justice Oliver Wendell Holmes, the 
’Grand Old Man of American Jurisprudence ' 
considered by many to be the greatest Justice 
ever to sit on the Supreme Court, when pressed 
to give an opinion on the issue of Judicial 
Power, remarked "I have not yet adequately 
expressed the more than anxiety that I feel 
[note the false humility ] at the ever increasing 
scope given to the Fourteenth Amendment in 
cutting down what I believe to be the consti- 
tutional rights of the States. As the decision 
now stands, I see hardly any limit but the sky 
to the invalidating of those rights if they hay- 
yen to strike a majority of this court as for 
any reason undesirable " False humility or 
not. "the sky 's the limit” when it comes to Judi- 
cial Supremacy 7 in Holme's way of thinking. 

This mind-set is what prompted Boudin 
to wnte, "...in this country the Men who wield 
the real power of government are not ac- 
countable to the people , and their decisions 
are irrevocable and irreversible except by 
themselves. The net result is that we are fre- 
quently ruled by dead men— not however, the 
dead f Framers \ but generations of dead 
judges— and always by irresponsible Men. 

"This statement may come as a shock to 
those who were brought up on our standard 
histories, all of which assure us that the Dred 
Scott decision had been overruled r on the 
field of battle... by the force of arms. ' But 
'arms' are as of little importance as are 
'men', in our theory of government, unless, of 
course, the 'men' happen to be judges , par- 
ticularly judges of the United States Supreme 
Court. A decision of the U.S. Supreme Court 
can, therefore, be overruled only by that court 
itself, or by a special amendment to the Con- 
stitution. And even constitutional amend- 
ments are effective only in so far as the U.S. 
Supreme Court approves of them. And the 
Supreme Court has expressly held that the 
Dred Scott Case had never been overruled. " 
(p 3, vol. 2) In Dred Scott , the Supreme Court 
ruled that slaves were not citizens, but property. 

It would be a major embarrassment to the 
Supreme Court if a Civil Rights group raised 
the issue of the Court never having reversed 


itself on Dred Scott— something like Hitler never 
having been excommunicated from the Catholic 
Church. Speaking of Hitler, he used the same 
argument against the Jews as our Supreme 
Court used against Blacks m Dred Scott, e.g., 
racial inferiority, and the results were the same 
for both: Slavery 

Boudin said, "I believe that the people 
of the United States are not ready to abdicate 
their right to self-government. And if they 
have actually done so— and this book proves 
that they have— it is because they did not 
know what they were doing, and still do not 
know whai has actually happened io ihem. 
The Judiciary .» Power is based not so much on 
an initial act of usurpation as on continued 
ignorance as to the actual workings of our 
governmental system, which leaves the illu- 
sion of self-government while destroying its 
system. " 

The problem in America today is not Bill 
Clinton. Janet Reno. Sarah Brady , the FBI, or 
the BATF. It's our judiciary ! 

"N.J. MILITIA SEES 
BIOSPHERE THREAT” 

So reads a front page headline of the 
Asbury> Park Press , Saturday May 11, 1997. 
Despite the fact that N.J. Militiamen attended 
the Pinelands Commission meeting, the story 
dealt with property rights. But 'militia' head- 
lines sell newspapers. 

The Press reported: "When the New 7 Jer- 
sey 7 Pinelands was one of the first places in 
North America to be recognized as an interna- 
tional biosphere reserve' in 1983, conservation- 
ists hailed it as an example of U.S. leadership in 
worldwide environmental protection." As we 
stated in a earlier issue of our Newsletter, there's 
1 7 trillion gallons of fresh w ater under the Pine- 
lands. Its the largest fresh water aqua reserve in 
the w'orld, enough to cover the entire state of 
N.J. with 10 feet of water. We oppose the UN 
"water grab". 

"Essentially, regionalism and the bio- 
sphere are working hand in glove... to break 
down the power of the counties, where the 
power of the people rests, " said Earl Dickey, a 
spokesman for the N.J. Militia . The Press re- 
ported that Pinelands property owners have dif- 
ficulty obtaining building permits— from the 
Commission-for their property 7 , is. after all, 
classified as an "ecosystem of world-renowned 
importance, " according to the UN. 

There was something unusual at this par- 
ticular Pinelands Commission meeting. The 
presence of two N.J. State Troopers, with ba- 
tons. When someone asked why State Troopers 
were present, one of the members on the Com- 
mission said he wanted to know also. The 


Chairman answered that he invited them at 
which the Commissioners argued amongst 
themselves over the Troopers' presence. Some 
one stood up and said. " I know these State 
Troopers; they're friends of mine and I know 
why they're here— they're here to arrest him!" 
pointmg to Dickey . But he was not arrested, 
there w as no reason to do so. Dickey, a combat 
Marine in Vietnam, said afterwards "After 
fighting in a war getting arrested doesn't 
scare me. " 

Several times Pinelands residents asked if 
any members of the Commission had any 7 af- 
filiation with fne U.N. The response was tanta- 
mount to standing on the shore line of Easter 
Island— stone faces and stone silence 

The Loss of Your Homeland 

by Lance R. Crowe, Chairman, American 
Constitutional Campaign Committee, 

ACC C Ccybgji. mindspring, com 

The Kentucky 7 State Senate has a map ti- 
tled "Existing and Proposed Biospheres and 
Wildlands for Central Appalachian Mountains" 
copyright 1997. It includes the States of Vir- 
ginia. W. Virginia, N. and S. Carolina, Ken- 
tucky. Tennessee, Georgia and Alabama. It is 
subtitled "The Plan Mandated by the Conven- 
tion on Biological Diversity 7 (Art. 8a-e) as De- 
tailed in the UN Global Biodiversity 
Assessment (Sec. 13.4.2.2.3) and US & 
UNESCO Man and Biosphere Program." In the 
center of the map is a blob of red that covers 
large parts of all eight states: red indicates a 
"UNESCO Biosphere Reserve" which is a "little 
or no use" zone. 

On May 29, 1997, the Kentucky State 
Senate unanimously passed and forwarded the 
following [edited] resolution to Congress, the 
President and the Ambassador to the UN: 

A RESOLUTION opposing the Bio- 
sphere Reserves designation of the Man and the 
Biosphere Program and urging that the pro- 
posed Biodiversity 7 Treaty not be ratified by the 
United States. 

WHEREAS, the Biosphere Program 
threatens to place millions of acres under the 
control of the UN via agreements and /or execu- 
tive orders: and 

WHEREAS, 47 UN-designated Bio- 
sphere Reserves are within the sovereign bor- 
ders of the US, and two UN-designated 
Biosphere Reserves are within the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky 7 ; and 

WHEREAS, neither the Kentucky legisla- 
ture nor the US Congress has considered, de- 
bated, or approved such designations; and 

WHEREAS, such designations require 
strict land use management procedures as are 
set forth in the 1994 Strategic Plan for the US 
Man and the Biosphere Program; and 


"There comes a time when people get tired of being trampled under the feet of oppression." 

— Martin Luther King 


WHEREAS, no land owner within reach 
or potential reach of the Biosphere Reserv es has 
input or recourse to land use management poli- 
cies of UNESCO or the Conference of the Par- 
ties to the Convention on Biological Diversity; 
and 

WHEREAS, no body of elected officials, 

whether local, state, or federal, has input, re- 
course, or veto power over such land use man- 
agement policies that may be prescribed by 
either UNESCO or the Conference of the Par- 
ties to the convention on Biological Diversity; 
and 

WHEREAS, the Convention on Biologi- 
cal Diversity has not been ratified by the US 
Senate; and 

WHEREAS, none of the current areas in- 
cluded within the Biosphere Program in Ken- 
tucky have been included at the request of or 
with the consent of the General Assembly of the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky; and 

WHEREAS, the areas encompassed by 
these reserves include not only public, but pri- 
vate, lands; and 

WHEREAS, the restrictions contemplated 
together with the outside control of the land en- 
compassed by a Biosphere Reserve constitutes 
an unlawful taking of that land in violation of 
the Constitution of the United States, to wit: 

Art. I, Sec. 8, Cl. 17, before any state 
lands can be purchased, the consent of the state 
legislature and not the state executive branch, 
must be obtained. 

Art. IV, Sec. 3, Cl. 3, we note that ’’noth- 
ing in this Constitution shall be so construed as 
to Prejudice any Claims of the United States, or 
of any particular state.” 

Art. IV, Sec. 4, we note that ’’The United 
States shall guarantee to every State in this un- 
ion a republican Form of Government.: 
Amendment V of the Constitution, "nor [shall 
any person] be deprived of life, liberty , or prop- 
erty, without due process of law; nor shall pri- 
vate property be taken for public use, without 
just compensation."; and 

WHEREAS, the virtual ceding of these 
lands to the UN leaves the residents who own 
the land, local governments, and the Common- 
wealth of Kentucky without any legitimate form 
for redress of grievances for input into any 
decision-making process relating to the Bio- 
sphere Reserve; and 

WHEREAS, under Art. VI of the Consti- 
tution of the United States, this treaty would be 
given equal footing with the US Constitution, 
thus effectively precluding any legal means of 
redress; and 

WHEREAS, Kentucky does not wish to 
have portions of its land area controlled by for- 
eign minions over which it has no control and 
who are not subject to its laws; 

NOW THEREFORE, Be it resolved by 
the Senate of the General Assembly of the 
Commonwealth of Kentucky: 

Sect. 1 The Senate is unalterably opposed 
to the inclusion of any land within the borders 


of Kentucky within the purview of the Biodiver- 
sity Treaty or any biodiversity program without 
the express consent of the Kentucky General 
Assembly, as provided by the US and Kentucky' 
Constitutions. 

Sect. 2 The General Assembly urges the 
members of the Congress of the United States, 
and especially the Kentucky delegation to the 
US Congress, to oppose ratification of this 
treaty and the inclusion of any land within Ken- 
tucky in any biosphere program of the UN. 

Sect. 3 The Clerk of the Senate is hereby 
directed to transmit copies of this Resolution to 
Pres Bill Clinton (1600 Pennsylvania Ave , 
Washington, DC 20500 and Hon. Madeleine 
Albright (2201 ”C” St., N.W., Washington. DC 
205230). 

[Editor: take action! Provide this resolu- 
tion to your Assemblyman and state Senator 
and politely ask them to sponsor a similar reso- 
lution regarding the NJ Pinelands ] 

"ROUSE AND GUARD 
YOUR LIBERTY!" 

Those were the parting words (warning?) 
of London Daily Telegraph reporter Ambrose 
Evans-Pritchard, April 20, 1997, before return- 
ing to England. 

Evans-Pritchard came to the U.S. in 1993 
but soon became disenchanted with the Clinton 
Administration. His articles about Clinton were 
so scathing that assertions were made at Con- 
gressional hearings that he was a member of 
British Military intelligence sent to destabilize 
the Administration— "revenge” for Clinton’s 
meddling in Ulster— a charge Evans-Pritchard 
emphatically denies: "No, I found my own way 
into a spitting match with President Clinton. 
It was the last thing I expected upon arriving 
in Washington , for I had succumbed to the 
Clinton charm years before at a meeting of 
the Democratic Leadership Council. As for 
Hillary , I was rather taken by her image of 
flinty altruism. 

"I was stunned when the new 
President— barely installed in the White 
House— repudiated his campaign promise for 
a tax cut It was down hill from there . 

"The Clinton era has spawned an 
armed militia movement involving tens of 
thousands of people The last time anything 
like this occurred was in the 1850's with the 
emergence of southern gun clubs. It is easy to 
dismiss the militia as right-wing nuts: it is 
much harder to read the complex sociology of 
civil revolt. At the very least the militias re- 
veal the hatred building up against the irk- 
some yuppies who run the country. It is under 
this president that domestic terrorism has be- 
come a feature of life in America, culminat- 
ing in the destruction of the Oklahoma 
federal building. What set the deadly spiral in 
motion was the Waco assault two years be- 
fore, and the cover-up that followed. 


"No official has lost a day's pay for 
precipitating the incineration of 80 people, 
most of whom were women and children , in 
the worst abuse of power since Wounded 
Knee a century ago. Instead of shame and ac- 
countability, the Clinton administration ac- 
cused the victims of setting the fire to 
themselves and their children, a posthumous 
smear for a malicious prosecution of the 
survivors. 

"Nothing does more to sap the life of a 
democracy than the abuse of power. Public 
trust is dangerously low. According to polls, 
barely a quarter of thr A rtirriran people now 
feel that they can count on the federal gov- 
ernment to do anything right. 

"Look at the treatment of Carol Howe, 
the undercover informant who tracked the 
early stages of what appears to be the Okla- 
homa bombing conspiracy. The moment she 
surfaced as a threat to the ' lone bomber r case 
against Timothy McVeigh, this January, she 
was indicted on criminal charges. 

"The FBI claims that she was dropped 
as an informant months before the bombing, 
but debriefing reports show the Bureau con- 
tinued to receive her intelligence weeks after 
the blast. They also show that she named 
members of a neo-Nazi terrorist cell who had 
cased the Oklahoma federal building in De- 
cember, 1994, with the intention of bombing 
it. Yet the FBI did not follow up her reports. 
It conducted 26,000 witness interviews, most 
of them irrelevant , but could not find time to 
pursue the suspects who were specifically 
named by a paid informant. 

" litis leaves the nasty suspicion that 
the FBI is shielding this neo-Nazi group in 
order to cover their own tracks. If it turns out 
that the bombing was a bungled sting opera- 
tion by the FBI, as some of the victims are 
now alleging, the only fit response is to send 
bulldozers down Pennsylvania Avenue to flat- 
ten the Hoover Building once and for all. 

"A monument should be raised on the 
rubble of the FBI headquarters that reads 
"Quis Custodiet Ipsos Custodes ?" (Who 
Shall Guard the Guards?) as a warning to 
free-born Americans of the next millennium. 

"Is Bill Clinton to blame? Of course he 
is. Degradation spreads from the top down. 
Four years were damaging enough. Another 
four, if Clinton lasts, will do real harm to the 
institutions of the US federal government. 

"Critics tell me that I have invested too 
much emotion in my quarrel with the Clin- 
tons. To that I plead guilty. It comes from be- 
friending so many of their victims. I am 
content to be blacklisted as the ' mad 
scribbler'— as the Washington Post called me 
this week— for 1 am confident that one day 
historians are going to view Clinton as the 
last great cad of the 20th century, or worse 

"To the American people I bid a fond 
farewell. Guard your liberties. It is the trust 


of each generation to pass a free republic to 
the next. And if I know you right , you will 
rouse yourself from slumber to ensure exactly 
that " 

Now you can understand why one White 
House official, when learning of Evans- 
Pritchard's departure, told George magazine, 
published by John F. Kennedy, Jr, "That's an- 
other British invasion we're glad is over. The 
guy was nothing but a pain in the ass. " 

We can only hope that England will send 
us another "pain in the ass" to replace him. 

Information supplied by E Pluribus Unum 

AN AUSTRALIAN’S 
WARNING TO AMERICAN 
PATRIOTS 

Note: In 1992 Australia passed a law re- 
quiring the registration of all firearms. Shortly 
thereafter all semi-automatic weapons of .22 
cal. or larger were banned. All weapons confis- 
cated are crushed. The sequence should be 
noted: First registration, then confiscation. The 
following open letter was sent to American 
patriots: 

Good day to you. I am in Australia and 
the amnesty is finished. Stick up for your rights 
now! Speaking out is easier than what we now 
face here. 

Gun owners who did not comply have 
their name flagged on Govt, computers. They 
are liable to four (4) years imprisonment and a 
fine that is about the cost of an average house. 

Those with firearms licenses and those 
who did not hand in their weapons are liable to 
search of person or premises without warrant. 
People cannot organize because the Government 
has enacted law’ to the effect that any attempt to 
communicate or organize is liable to the charge 
of subversion. If any individual says to another, 
"I would suggest that you do not hand in your 
firearm" he or she may be charged with sub- 
verting another to commit a criminal act. 

They have started mounting raids to re- 
trieve firearms and this is likely to intensify. 

WHATEVER YOU GUYS DO/ FOR 
GOD’S SAKE DON’T REGISTER YOUR 
WEAPONS!!! It is really happening and it 
seems to be global. 

U S. brothers, watch your step. If you 
don’t watch the politicians then you will have to 
watch it for real against your own troopers. 

Australia to America: God bless you and 
pray for us poor bastards down under. 

READING BETWEEN THE LINES 

At a press conference March 7, 1997, 
President Clinton was asked to speak about 
’conspiracy theories' such as the U N. take-over 
of large sections of U.S. territory, Russian 
troops within our borders, China purchasing a 
naval dockyard in California, etc. 

Clinton responded: "I don't know, be- 
cause the people who believe that believe T'm 


the problem, (laughter.) We're all laughing 
about it, but there is not an insubstantial 
number of people who believe that there is a 
plan out there for world domination and I'm 
trying to give American sovereignty over to 
the UN. 

"Let me say this: For the people who 
are worried about it, I would say, there is a 
serious issue here that every American has to 
come to grips with , including Americans that 
don't think much about foreign policy until 
some great problem occurs, and that is, how 
can we be an independent , sovereign na- 
tion leading the world in a world that is 
increasingly interdependent , that re- 
quires us to cooperate with other people 
and then to deal with very difficult cir- 
cumstances in trying to determine how 
best to cooperate. 

"We have to cooperate with people. 
We're better off when we do. We're better off 
with NATO. We're better off with the United 
Nations. We're better off when these coun- 
tries can work together. So I think for folks 
that are worried about this out in the country, 
they need to be thinking about how— we're not 
going to give up our freedom, our independ- 
ence, but we're not going to be alone in the 
2 1 st century either. We're going to work to- 
gether and we have to. " 

Clinton is admitting to everything the 
"conspiracy wackos" have been saying all along 
-as our next story will explain. 

HR 1293 

Short title: Demilitarization Act of 1997 

This bill is designed, "To enhance 
international security by using the resources 
and expertise of the international financial 
institutions and the United Nations to 
redirect world military spending to human 
development. " Here are a few excerpts: 

Section 2. Findings. (1) The world's 
governments spend $840,000,000,000 each 
year to support military 7 forces of more than 
23,000,000 soldiers. 

(3) The United States and other developed 
nations bear significant responsibility for 
excessive military expenditures, accounting for 
77 percent of world military 7 spending and for 
94 percent of arms transfers to developing 
nations, with the United States being the world’s 
leader in both categories. 

(10) Top-ranking United States and 
international officials... recognized the urgent 
need to reduce world military spending... 

(11) Congress and the President have also 
made the reduction of w orld military’ spending a 
goal of United States foreign policy, and 
provided for the use of financial resources and 
technical capabilities of the international 
financial resources and technical capabilities ..." 


Sec. 5, Within 3 months after the date of the 
enactment of this Act. the President shall 
prepare and deliver to the Congress and to the 
Secretary General of the United Nations a report 
as described in section 4 (2) that would detail 
the changes in other nations' forces and United 
States forces that would permit by the year 
2000 a dramatic reduction in United States 
forces that would permit by the year 2000 a 
dramatic reduction in United States military 
spending! 

Closing note: Anyone who reads HR 1293 
will quickly realize the truth that militias have 
been saying about Washington selling out to the 
UN right all along. This is a m ajor sel l-out of 
our sovereignty . To add insult to injury, the 
money we no longer spend on defence will be 
given to "provided for the use of financial 
resources and technical capabilities of the 
international financial resources and 
technical capabilities .." In other words, we’re 
just going to give it away to third- world 
countries. 

SUING THE SECOND 
AMENDMENT OUT OF 
EXISTENCE 

Accord to Gun Owners of America, that’s 
what will happen if S. 10 is passed. This bill was 
introduced by Sen. Orrin Hatch (R-UT) and 
cosponsored by 27 other Republicans. It would 
allow RICO (Racketeer Influence and Corrupt 
Organization Act) statutes to apply gun owners, 
dealers and manufacturers on trivial infractions. 
The bill was originally meant to deal with the 
problem of juvenile crime, but sections 203 & 
206 hammer the Second Amendment from all 
angles. 

Concerning section 206, GOA reported: 
"This section is clearly the worst provision in 
the bill as it would apply RICO to gun 
dealers. In fact , this provision would apply 
RICO to ALL Title 18 firearms offenses, 
including simple paperwork violations. This 
means that a gun dealer, manufacturer, or 
owner can be treated like a Mafia hit man, 
and thus be sent to prison for up to twenty 
years for two record-keeping mistakes. 
Moreover, the dealer's business can be 
forfeited— along with his home, car and any 
other possessions he used in connection with 
his gun business. 

" Further , this provision would allow 
organizations like Handgun Control, Inc. to 
bring cases in federal court for ' injured 
parties' (such as Bill Cosby or any other 
family that has suffered from firearms related 
injury ') and sue the manufacturer or dealer 
that sold the gun. If successful, HCI—or its 
\ prearranged plaintiff —would recover three 
times the actual damages, plus attorney's fees 
in each suit. HCI would only need to prove, 
by a preponderance of the evidence, that the 
manufacturer, dealer or importer had 
committed more than one record-keeping 


violation , and that it supposedly led to the 
victim's injury. " 

Pete DuPont, former governor of Delaware, 
commenting on S.10 said: ff U.S. attorneys 
prosecute no more than a couple hundred 
juveniles a year-. And crime } with just a few 
constitutional exceptions , is a state matter. So 
why is Congress making this a federal issue? 
Because people are concerned about crime 
and politicians believe passing a crime bill 
means votes. " 

"What is happening here is another 
federal seizure of state authority. Giving U.S. 
attorneys this measure of control over state 
courts is a significant, and unwarranted, 
broadening of federal power and diminishing 
of federalism principles. " 

LIBERTARIANS ARE MULTIPLYING 

" Libertarians are gaining in popularity , " 
say Perry Willis, national director of the 
Libertarian Party. A recent survey revealed that 
24% to 30% of the American people have solid 
libertarian positions. Up from last years Gallup 
poll of 20%. 

"Voters trust hookers more than they 
trust politicians!" said Willis. "No wonder 50 
to 80 million Americans have embraced the 
ieave-me-alone philosophy of the Libertarian 
Party." 

A recent survey revealed. 

*65% of Americans say "government is to 
big and must be cut back." 

*59% say government should play a 
"smaller role in our lives." 

*50% agree that the "federal government 
has too much power.” 

*57% say they are "tired of the stale 
left-right debate in American politics." 

*65% agree that government "interferes too 
much in people's private lives." 

51% say "you can't trust the government to 
do what's right." 

A nationwide survey taken by Fox News 
Sunday /Opinion Dynamics in Februaiy found 
that 55 % of Americans think prostitutes are 
likely to tell the truth, compared to 12% who 
chose politicians. 

[Note: What planet are these 12% 

from?~Ed] 

Another Hollywood newcomer to the 
Libertarian Party is actor Kurt Russell. At a 
libertarian gathering sponsored by the Cato 
Institute with 2000 people in attendance, 
Russell said, "It's fun to be in a room of 
people who think tike you do. I think a lot of 
people are libertarians and are afraid to 
admit it— or don V know. " 

AMERICAN RIGHTS COALITION 

Charlie Wysong has shut down 17 abortion 
clinics through the courts. His methods are 
simple: He helps any woman who has 

experienced medical problems after receiveng 


an abortion file a medical malpractice suit 
against the clinic. After so many 7 laws suits the 
insurance company will no longer issue a policy 7 
Id that clinic. End result? No more abortion 
clinic. If you'd like to talk to Charlie for some 
legal tips, von can reach him at: 423-893-2224 

COURTS WAGE WAR ON 
FULLY INFORMED JURORS 

"A presiding judge possesses both the 
responsibility and the authority to dismiss a 
juror whose refusal or unwillingness to 
follow the applicable law becomes known to 
the judge." Sc says the 2nd U.S. Court of 
Appeals in another shining example of 'Judicial 
S upremacy ' —another example of the judiciary 
usurping the legislature. 

The Associated Press reported the 
three-judge panel saying, "The rule we adopt 
applies with equal force whether the juror 1 s 
refusal to follow the court's instruction 
results from a desire to nullify the applicable 
law or from a perceived physical threat or 
from a relationship with one of the parties. " 

This ruling came down after a black juror 
was dismissed in a drug case involving a black 
defendant in Albany, N. Y. 

The jury 7 is the last, perhaps only, "honest" 
element in the courtroom. 

"Any government ; that is its own judge 
of, and determines authoritatively for the 
people, what are its own powers over the 
people, is an absolute government of course. 
It has all the powers that it chooses to 
exercise. There is no other (or at least no 
more accurate) definition of despotism than 
this. 

On the other hand, an people, that judge 
of and determine authoritatively for the 
government , what are their own liberties 
against the government, of course retain all 
the liberties they ? wish to enjoy \ And this is 
freedom. At least, it is freedom to them; 
because, although it may be theoretically 
imperfect, it, nevertheless , corresponds to 
their highest notions of freedom. " 

—Lvsander Spooner 

Bills of Attainder 

n A bill of attainder is a legislative act 
which inflicts punishment without a judicial 
trial and includes any legislative act which 
takes away the life, liberty or property of a 
particular named or easily ascertainable 
person or group of persons because the 
legislature thinks them guilty of conduct 
which deserves punishment If the 
punishment be less than death, the act is 
termed a bill of pains and penalties. Within 
the meaning of the Constitution bills of 
attainder indude bills of pains and 


penalties." Cummings v. Maryland \ 7J US 
277, 323 (1867) 

The Constitution, in Article 1. Sec. 9, Cl. 3, 
states ,r No Bill of Attainder... shall be passed." 
Unfortunately 7 there is no complete applicable 
definition of bill of attainder in the law. 
Americans deserve to have the term defined in a 
way that actually protects their rights and will 
not let the legal community 7 and the legislature 
use the law to plunder. According to my 
research as a Certified Linguist, based on 
comparative analysis of definitions and sources, 
"A Bill of Attainder" is a law, or legal device 
used to outlaw people, suspend their civil rights, 
confiscate then property 7 , or put them to death, 
or punish them without a judicial trial. Nothing 
anyone has sent me has changed the definition I 
have put forth. 

I contend the original intent of the 
Constitutional prohibition of bills of attainder 
w as to prevent laws that punish without trial, 
suspend civil liberties, and confiscate property. 
The doctrine of "pains and penalties" is 
prohibited just as much as a bill of attainder. A 
punishment less than death without a trial is 
considered to be a bill of pains and penalties. A 
bill of attainder is more than that. This is why 
the elements of a bill of attainder must be 
clearly defined in the law, because without it the 
constitutional protection has been weakened. It 
is certain that the original intention of the 
Constitution was to protect people from the 
tyranny 7 Americans had just suffered from the 
British Empire. Today ’s civil asset forfeiture 
statutes are almost the exact tyranny Americans 
fought against m the Revolutionary War, and 
almost all the other wars we have fought. 
Unless bill of attainder is defined in the law 7 , the 
law 7 can ignore the rights Americans are 
supposed to have. 

United States Code precedents are 
confusing, incomplete, and do not reflect all the 
rights the Constitution was meant to insure. 
They 7 come from unrelated cases and may have 
even served to detract from our rights because 
they 7 only reflect portions of what a bill of 
attainder actually is. U.S. v. Brown, 85 S. Ct. 
1707 (1965), U.S. v. Lovett (1946) and re: 
Yung See Hee. 36 F. 437 (1888) all qualify 
under the doctrine of pains and penalties as 
punishment without trial, and inclusive as a bill 
of attainder. The only part of the USC that 
reflects most of the original intention of the 
framers is from Cummings v. Missouri (see 
lead quote). 

The preservation of a group or individual's 
protection of life liberty and property 7 have 
fallen by 7 the wayside in American law 7 . Any 7 
prosecutor that waves Calero-Toledo v. 
Pearson Yacht Leasing Co,, 416 US 663 
(1974) in front of a judge is granted any 7 
property he wants, and in some cases without a 
trial. [In Calero a leasing company 7 lost its yacht 
without jury 7 trial because a lessee's crew 
member possessed marijuana on board ] It has 


also been ruled in U.S. v. Urserv that it is not a 
violation of the Double Jeopardy Clause to 
pursue both criminal and civil punishment in 
cases arising from the same offense. Further, 
the Court has allowed the confiscation of 
property from "innocent owners" without due 
process. So much for "any” legislative act, so 
much for "any" protection at all from the bill of 
attainder. [Without protection from bills of 
attainder] in our law 7 we have been robbed of 
the civil rights the Constitution was meant to 
preserve. 

It is not the purpose of the Bill of Attainder 
Project to raise some long lost Phoenix out of 
the ashes of our judicial system. That "goose" 
has long been cooked. We need a new' and fresh 
start to restore our rights. Bills of attainder need 
to be defined so the essential elements, and the 
rights they reflect, are understood by everyone. 
If the Court has to rule on a case which is 
suspected of plundering life, liberty, or 
property, such bill of attainder will not go 
unchallenged if the law 7 is put in place so as to 
preserve our rights. The Court is a lost cause 
for establishing these rights; it must be done by 
legislation. Outlawing, suspension of civil 
rights, confiscation of property, and punishment 
without a [jury] trial, are the primary elements 
of bills of attainder. The troubling thing is that 
the current government denies Americans all the 
rights that are supposed to be protected from 
attainder. We have a Supreme Court that 
believes it is perfectly all right to let the 
government plunder the life, liberty, or property 
of anyone accused by outlawing him. The 
offenses used [as a pretext] to take property, 
and suspend civil rights number over 200 in the 
federal camp. 

Experts are warning Americans that this 
country 's civil asset forfeiture programs are 
starting to cause the same social stresses as 
were seen in the days of the Inquisition. This 
was never intended to happen in the United 
States, for government was never supposed to 
have the power to steal (confiscate) property or 


suspend civil liberties. The Fifth Amendment 
clearly states "No person shall be... deprived 
of... liberty, or property , without due process of 
law...” 

It is an absolute fact that the government 
has enforced the confiscation of property for 
over 200 years. It is an effect of the practice of 
outlawing that has prompted the government to 
enforce these bills of attainder [because the 
booty is divided between the agencies involved, 
the prosecutor’s office and local police]. 

According to many 7 a bill of attainder can be 
administered by verdict {but a verdict of not 
guilty 7 ] does not negate attainder [because even 
if one is acquitted the government can keep the 
property 7 seized]. The Congress has no right to 
pass a bill of attainder; they 7 do it anyway 7 . The 
courts and police administer them. As long as 
the courts. Congress and the public condone the 
confiscation of property 7 or the suspension of 
civil rights as a fit punishment, American civil 
liberties are lost. Americans do not realize they 
give up the essence of their power as a people 
by giving up their rights to private property 7 . 
That is what has happened and we are starting 
to see the drastic consequences. 

All the provisions in the Constitution that 
were meant to preserve the right of private 
property 7 from the power of the government to 
take it have been abused to the point that there 
is no protection for private property. The 
evidence that this was never meant to be is 
overwhelming. "Now what liberty 7 is this when 
property can be taken without permission?" 
asked Samuel Adams. Case law reflects this 
idea. Cases like U.S. v. Brown , U.S. v. Lovett 
and Nixon v. U.S., 978 F. 2d. 1269, ail state the 
government does not have the right to confiscate 
property 7 . One can wonder if the {prosecutor] in 
the Nixon case had waved Calero-Toledo in 
front of the judge would Pres. Nixon have lost 
this rights to private property? Why did 
"Tricky Dick" have his rights to property 
honored, -wfariit the rest of us ure plagued -with ti 


court and a justice system that can rake 
whatev er they 7 have an inclination to? 

One of the biggest criticisms of the civil 
asset forfeiture plague is the use of 
"personification" to confiscate property 7 . 
Personification is the {legal fiction] that things 
or objects possess the free will and capacity 7 to 
commit crimes. It is an idea deeply rooted in 
the practice of witchcraft, the occult, and devil 
worship. Objects are alleged to receive that 
kind of power from the devil or a curse. I find it 
appalling that the Christian community, for the 
most part, -condones -the practice by die -Gourts 
of declaring "things" capable of the free will to 
commit crimes. I want to hear a car, boat, or 
house take the witness stand and testify like 
"Mr. Ed" the horse before I will concede that 
this practice is anything but an evil ploy 7 to steal 
property 7 . The idea that the American social 
.fabric is suffering from the same stress as 
caused by the Inquisition is no exaggeration. 
The courts are using some of the same terrorist 
tools as used by Inquisitioners. This was never 
meant to happen here. The prohibition against 
•attainder was intended to keep the horrors from 
this law from being practiced. 

Americans must demand their right to be 
protected from laws that plunder our lives, 
liberty and property. This can be done by 
demanding that bibs of attainder be defined [in 
the law] to protect our liberties. Otherwise the 
Jegislatoss, -the -courts and -the police will 
continue to violate the rights the Constitution 
was meant to [safeguard]. Perhaps we as a 
people need to understand the warning given by 
James Madison when he stated, "Do not 
separate text from historical background. If you 
do, you will have perverted and subverted the 
Constitution, which can only aid in a distorted., 
bastardized form of illegitimate government." 

For more information contact 
Thomas M. Sanders, Director 
The Bill of Attainder Project 
P.-O. Box 584 
Colbert, OK 74733 


"IN THE BEGINNING OF CHANGE, THE PATRIOT IS A SCARCE MAN; BRAVE , HATED AND SCORNED. WHEN HIS 
CAUSE SUCCEEDS, HOWEVER, THE TIMID JOIN HIM, FOR THEN IT COSTS NOTHING TO BE A PATRIOT." 

-MARK TWAIN 
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